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Criminal Law — Jurisdiction of Offense — Locality of Offense. — 
Commonwealth v. Ball et al., 104 S. W. 325 (Ky.). — Held, where deceased 
was shot in one state, and died in another state, the crime was committed 
in the state where the shooting occurred, and the courts of that state have 
jurisdiction. 

Homicide is committed in the state where the felonious act occurs, 
although death takes place in another state. U. S. v. Guiteau, 10 Fed. 161 ; 
State v. Garrison, 147 Mo. 548. So, where a mortal blow is struck in a United 
States fort and death occurs in the state outside the fort, the state has no 
jurisdiction over the homicide. State v. Kelly, 76 Me. 331. But there is 
a contrary view, for homicide is only completed when death occurs. U. S. v. 
Bladen, Fed. Cas. No. 14,605; Commonwealth v. Linton, 2 Va. Cas. 205. 
And a statute giving the state authority to convict a citizen of another 
state or country for homicide, where the injured party died within the state, 
the injuries having been inflicted upon the high seas or in another state, is 
constitutional. Commonwealth v. Macloon, 101 Mass. 1. But a statute is 
also valid which declares that prosecution may be maintained in a state where 
the fatal blow has been struck, although death occurs elsewhere. Green v. 
State, 66 Ala. 40. And, where one stands in one state and shoots a person in 
another state, the murder is committed in the latter state and its courts alone 
have jurisdiction of the offense. State v. Hall, 114 N. C. 9x19. 

Damages — Measure — Destruction of Growing Crops. — Berard et al. 
v. Atchison & N. R. Co. et al., 113 N. W. 537 (Neb.). — Held, the measure 
of damages for the destruction of a growing crop is the value of the crop 
at the time of its destruction. 

The measure of damages for the destruction of a growing crop is the 
value of the crop in the condition it was in at the time of the injury. Colo. 
Con. L. &. W. Co. v. Hartman, 5 Colo. App. 150; Richardson v. Northrup, 
66 Barb. (N. Y.) 85. For a growing crop has an approximate value, at 
every stage of its growth, and the measure of damages is the value of the 
crop at the time of its destruction with lawful interest from that time to 
the present. Clarke v. Banks, 6 Houst. (Del.) 584; Ry. Co. v. Lyman, 57 
Ark. 512. And, in estimating the value of growing crops destroyed, it is 
proper to take into consideration the fact that the land was very fertile and 
productive, and that it had for a number of years produced better crops, and 
they had brought better prices than the average. Economy Light & Power 
Co. v. Cutting, 49 111. App. 422. But, in Shotwell v. Dodge, 8 Wash. 337, 
in an action for damages for the loss of a hop crop, the measure of dam- 
ages is said to be the market value of the crop alleged to be lost, over the cost 
of producing, harvesting and marketing. And the measure of damages is the 
market value of the crop at the time of its injury, less the fitting of it for mar- 
ket, and diminished by whatever the value of the portion saved, if any, may 
be. Smith v. C. C. & D. R. R. Co., 38 la. 518. But evidence of what the 
value of a crop would have been if it had matured is of too speculative a 
character to form a proper basis for damages. /. & G. N. Ry. Co. v. Benitos, 
59 Tex. 326. 

Divorce — Review — Effect of Death of Successful Party. — Chatter- 
ton et al. v. Chatterton, 83 N. E. 161 (III.). — Held, that a husband against 
whom a decree of divorce was granted at the suit of the wife, may, after the 



